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that the privileged few are more impor-
tant than the 12 million children who
are left out of the Republican tax cut.
That is just plain wrong.

Voices across the Nation are speak-
ing out, and they are speaking out
loudly, and in overwhelming numbers
they are in support of increasing the
child tax credit and making it perma-
nent, especially for those 12 million
children who were left out of the recent
tax package.
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That is why President Bush is finally
urging the House to follow suit with
the other body so he can sign legisla-
tion that will restore tax credits for
lower income families and put this bad
and actually embarrassing decision be-
hind him. Why is the Republican lead-
ership dragging their feet here in the
House when we can help American fam-
ilies now?

Well, Mr. Speaker, | know it is im-
portant that we swiftly extend the
child tax credit to lower-income fami-
lies. It should not, however, be part of
another broad package that extends
even more benefits to the wealthy.

We must pass a clean bill, a bill that
solves the injustice that has been done
to these hard-working families. Our
priority should be the 12 million for-
gotten children, not more tax breaks
for the rich.

Mr. Speaker, how am | supposed to
go back to my district and tell a moth-
er from Santa Rosa, California, located
in the 6th Congressional district of
California that | represent, just north
of San Francisco across the Golden
Gate Bridge, tell her that according to
the House Republican leadership that
her job at Head Start does not con-
tribute enough into the tax system to
deserve an increase through the child
tax credit? This mother, whose name is
Cori, is the head of one of the 6.5 mil-
lion families that pays Federal, State,
and local taxes; yet she has been left
out of the recent increase to the child
tax credit. Cori overcame the obstacles
of being a single parent. She did it
without a support system and she did it
with very little money. After turning
to the Head Start program for help, she
went back to school and became a Head
Start teacher to give back to the pro-
gram that she thought and felt and
knew saved her.

How do | explain to Cori that her
hard work is not worth rewarding, that
she does not give enough to the system
to deserve a break? | ask my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle where is
the compassion for Cori and her chil-
dren?

It is time that we help working fami-
lies like Cori so they can balance their
responsibilities of earning a living and
meeting family demands. Our priority
today should be expanding the child
tax credit for lower-income families.
Passing it can be the first step in re-
versing a very serious wrong.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to restore
compassion to our Nation’s families,
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rather than our Nation’s millionaires.
American families need to know we
have not forgotten them. The 12 mil-
lion children that have been ignored by
the Republican leadership need to
know that they are important.

I demand that the Republican leader-
ship in the House act now and extend
the child tax credit to those who need
it the most: our children. Our children,
25 percent of our Nation, 100 percent of
our future.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FEENEY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
addressed the House. His remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FILNER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

AMERICA OPPOSES THE REPUB-
LICAN “LEAVE 12 MILLION CHIL-
DREN BEHIND” ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, | rise to-
night to protest the Republicans’ tax
cut bill, the Leave 12 Million Children
Behind Act.

Soon after this tax bill was passed, it
was discovered that the Republicans
deliberately chose to drop a provision
that would have helped 12 million chil-
dren living in moderate-income work-
ing families. Among these children left
behind are 1 million children of active
duty military.

Mr. Speaker, let me make this clear.
Leaving 12 million children behind was
not a last-minute oversight; it was a
deliberate decision by the Republicans.
As our Nation struggles through a
Bush recession, Congress has a respon-
sibility to do what is right for families
who may need a little extra help, and it
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is obvious that the Republicans are
shirking this responsibility.

The most shocking part of the Re-
publican decision is its impact on fami-
lies in the military. Many enlisted men
and women make far less than $26,000
per year. As a result, their children
will not be eligible for the family tax
credit. It is clear from this callous de-
nial of assistance that the Republicans’
priorities lie with tax cuts for the
wealthy, not with the livelihoods of
working families and our servicemen
and women in the armed services.
These priorities are clearly out of step
with the American people.

Mr. Speaker, Democrats are working
to help these families. Democrats have
introduced legislation that restores
these benefits to all working families
and ensures that our men and women
in the military are not denied tax relief
while they are fighting in Iraq.

However, the Republican majority re-
fuses to even consider this legislation.
According to the Republican majority
leader, ““There’s a lot of things,” he
says, ‘‘that are more important than
that.”

Well, Mr. Speaker, | disagree; and |
join my Democratic colleagues today
to once again urge the Republican lead-
ership to restore the child tax credit to
all working families. Democrats will
continue to fight so Congress can fulfill
its promise to truly leave no child be-
hind.

———————

AERONAUTICS INDUSTRY FACING
IMPORTANT CHALLENGES AF-
FECTING AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, | come to-
night to address an emerging issue that
Congress is going to need to deal with,
and that is the challenges to one of our
most important industries in America,
and that is the aeronautics industry.

Right now this portion of our econ-
omy from an export standpoint is prob-
ably the most successful in our econ-
omy, and a large percentage of our ex-
port surplus, to the extent it exists,
arises from our exports of airplanes.
The company, largely located in my
neck of the woods in Washington State,
Boeing, is the largest net exporter of
products in our country and is the larg-
est contributor to a potential surplus
that we have; and it has over 150,000
employees and 26,000 suppliers that are
located in all 50 States. This is an in-
dustry of enormous importance to our
trade balance and to job creation in
this Nation.

But unfortunately, because of the un-
toward practices of some European na-
tions associated with Airbus, that in-
dustry is threatened; and it is threat-
ened because contrary to well-accepted
trading rules in a rules-based trading
relationship, Airbus is taking advan-
tage of a significant number of na-
tional subsidies for their program.
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Among those are a state-sponsored
loan program which has significantly
reduced the cost of financing for Airbus
development, and that can lead to up
to as much as $26 billion in additional
benefits to Airbus. In addition, they
have received subsidies for their re-
search and development costs; and of
course, in the development of airliners,
R&D is of tremendous importance to
the ultimate cost of a product.

It appears clear that these subsidies,
in fact, have continued, despite our ef-
forts, our assiduous efforts to try and,
in fact, maintain a rules-based trading
system. And that now has to stop. The
competition, the unlawful, the illegal
competition that we have been facing
due to these subsidies can no longer
stand. And the United States Govern-
ment needs to take a more aggressive
policy to, in some sense, restore bal-
ance and fairness to this trading rela-
tionship.

In the next several weeks, my col-
leagues and me will be discussing the
appropriate way to do that. Various
means are at our disposal. We can con-
sider trade efforts in an attempt to
convince our partners in Europe to, in
fact, respect a rules-based trading sys-
tem and end these unlawful subsidies
to this sector of the economy, with
whom we are happy to compete under a
rules-based system. We also may con-
sider, in fact, assisting in the research
and development in the technology to
benefit America, and certainly in our
energy policy. Many of us think that
while we are assisting the development
of an energy policy, we should assist
the development of the most energy-ef-
ficient jet the world has ever seen,
which we hope to be the 77 manufac-
tured by Boeing.

So there are a variety of measures;
but in some fashion, it is now time for
America to get serious to insist on a
rules-based trading system, one that
can allow the best technologically effi-
cient product to emerge so that the
marketplace can choose, rather than
having governments interfere with
that process. And unfortunately, our
European partners have muddied about
in that system and governments have
interfered in the functioning of this
marketplace. That is something we
have tolerated now for quite a number
of years. It is no longer subject to tol-
eration.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for America
to become serious and engage in resolv-
ing this problem, and | will be working
with my colleagues in the upcoming
weeks to make sure that the rules are
fair and applicable and assist the
United States aeronautics industry.

————————

A TRIBUTE TO AL DAVIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the subject of this Special
Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from South Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, we are
here tonight to honor Al Davis, a dear
friend, who died in the prime of life in
a tragic, wholly unnecessary accident.
But in his 56 years, he made a huge, if
unheralded, contribution to the gov-
ernment of this country. We have lost
a close associate, a valuable colleague.
The House has lost part of its institu-
tional memory and its analytical abil-
ity, particularly in the bramble bush
we call tax policy; and the country, the
country has lost a genuine, if some-
times critical, patriot.

Before Al became the chief economist
for the Committee on Ways and Means,
he was the chief economist for the
Committee on the Budget; and it was
on the Committee on the Budget that I
came to know him best.

Mr. Speaker, if | might digress a
minute, | would say that from 1969 to
1970 1 served as a young officer, Army
officer in the Pentagon and interacted
with Congress and its staff; and when |
came here in 1983 as a Member of Con-
gress, the most striking change | found
in the institution was in the staff,
Members’ staff and committee staff
both. The number of staff had in-
creased several fold, and the profes-
sional quality has increased even more.
And more than | had ever appreciated,
| soon found out how the House lit-
erally could not function without our
staff. Their roles are often off stage.
They make, however, those of us on
stage look good. They keep the debate
moving forward, and they see to it that
the House churns out its enormous
work product of bills and reports and
conference agreements and correspond-
ence and countless other documents.

Even among the excellent staff that
is throughout the House on both sides
of the aisle, Al Davis stood out. He was
noted for two areas of expertise: the
Tax Code and Social Security. And in
those fields, he had few peers. He was
good because he knew what he was
doing, believed in what he was doing,
and never tired of what he was doing
until he got it right.
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| often asked Al a question and got a
tentative answer. Then, a week later,
long after | had forgotten the question
| put to him, | got from Al a memo, a
fax sheet, a graph, a table, whatever.
He then came up and explained it to me
meticulously in a way that anybody,
me included, can understand; because
Al was not just our analyst or our
economist, he was our tutor. Not only
did Al produce memos that answered
the questions we put to him, but he
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also came forth with memos containing
answers to questions we should have
raised but did not.

I can remember myself more than
once in the well of this House strug-
gling, coping to defend our position,
only to have Al appear from the bench-
es back here with a memo he just hap-
pened to have written in anticipation
of this issue.

He was a Democrat, make no mistake
about it, but he did not pull punches
for partisan purposes. If one wanted a
sophist to help rationalize a poor pol-
icy proposal, you did not want Al
Davis. On the other hand, if we had the
right position, if we were principled, if
we faced entrenched opposition, special
interests, and found our policy hard to
defend, we wanted Al Davis on our side,
because he would cut to the core of an
issue and bend every effort to help us.

His encyclopedic knowledge, his keen
mind, his corporate memory, his sense
of principle, his passion for the truth,
and his patience in explaining it made
Al Davis a joy to work with, a col-
league that we cherished, a friend we
will never forget.

The House will go on without him, of
course, but the debate about taxes will
be a little less incisive, the expla-
nations of Social Security will be a lit-
tle less clear, the arguments against
the deficit not quite so compelling
without the work of Al Davis behind
them.

He served his Congress, this Con-
gress, and his country well, and those
of us who worked with him will be in-
spired for a long time by his example,
moved by what he taught us, consoled
by his humor, for as long as we serve in
the Congress of the United States.

Mr. Speaker, | yield to my friend and
colleague, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. SABO), former chairman of
the Committee on the Budget who also
worked with Al Davis on the Com-
mittee on the Budget.

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, | thank the
gentleman for yielding to me.

Mr. Speaker, in this institution of de-
mocracy there is always a small group
of smart, talented, hardworking, hon-
est people who labor anonymously be-
hind the scenes. They are absolutely
essential to the success of our form of
government. Al Davis was at the top of
that group. His brilliance was exceeded
only by his work effort and his integ-
rity.

Al worked hard to help those of us
who are Members of Congress fulfill
our responsibilities in developing, de-
bating, and voting on tax and budget
laws. He also helped other staffers, pol-
icy thinkers, academics, reporters, and
the general public understand the
issues. | am told that whenever tax pol-
icy experts around town ran into a par-
ticularly thorny problem, they looked
at each other and would say, this is an
Al question.

Al was also brutal in his honesty. If
he thought something was a bad idea,
it did not matter where it came from,
he would tell the truth. Al made him-
self learn budget rules even when they
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